arXiv:1910.12258v1 [cs.LG] 27 Oct 2019

Compressed Sensing with Probability-based Prior Information

Qianru Jiang^∗, Sheng Li^∗, Zhihui Zhu^†, Huang Bai^‡, Xiongxiong He^∗, and Rodrigo C. de Lamare^{§¶} ∗College of Information Engineering, Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou, Zhejiang, P.R.China †Center for Imaging Science, Mathematical Institute for Data Science, Johns Hopkins University, Baltimore, USA ‡College of Information Science and Engineering, Hangzhou Normal University, Hangzhou, Zhejiang, P.R.China §Department of Electronic Engineering, University of York, York, YO10 5DD, U.K. ¶CETUC, PUC-Rio, Rio de Janeiro 22451-900, Brazil

Abstract—This paper deals with the design of a sensing matrix along with a sparse recovery algorithm by utilizing the probability-based prior information for compressed sensing system. With the knowledge of the probability for each atom of the dictionary being used, a diagonal weighted matrix is obtained and then the sensing matrix is designed by minimizing a weighted function such that the Gram of the equivalent dictionary is as close to the Gram of dictionary as possible. An analytical solution for the corresponding sensing matrix is derived which leads to low computational complexity. We also exploit this prior information through the sparse recovery stage and propose a probability-driven orthogonal matching pursuit algorithm that improves the accuracy of the recovery. Simulations for synthetic data and application scenarios of surveillance video are carried out to compare the performance of the proposed methods with some existing algorithms. The results reveal that the proposed CS system outperforms existing CS systems.

Index Terms—Compressed sensing, prior information, probability, sensing matrix, sparse recovery, optimization techniques.

I. INTRODUCTION

C^{OMPRESSED sensing (CS) is a popular technique [1],}

[2], [3], [4] which has been applied in many fields including medical image processing [5], deep learning [6], wireless sensor networks [7], sampling and reconstruction of analog signals [8] and so on. CS techniques can save the storage space of signals, improve the efficiency of processing and reduce the transmission bandwidth while the useful information is well kept. At the encoding stage, a compressible signal x ∈ ℜ^{N×1} is linearly projected into a low dimensional measurement y ∈ ℜ^{M×1} which can be formulated as:

y = Φx, (1)

where Φ ∈ ℜ^{M×N} is the sensing matrix.

As M ≪ N, (1) is an underdetermined problem which has infinite solutions. In order to find an unique mapping between the signal x and the measurement y, the constraint of sparsity on x can be utilized [9], [10], [11], [12], [13], [14], [15], [16], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21], [22], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27], [28], [29], [30], [31], [32], [33], [34], [35], [36],

Corresponding author: Sheng Li (email: shengli@zjut.edu.cn).

[37], [38], [39], [40], [41], [42], [43], [44], [45]. The sparse representation for x can be expressed as: x = K ∑_{k=1}^{α(k)Ψ(:,k) = Ψα, (2)}

where the matrix Ψ ∈ ℜ^{N×K} is named dictionary and its columns {Ψ(:,k)}^K_{k=1} are usually called atoms. The vector x is said S-sparse in Ψ if ‖α‖_0 ≤ S, where α is the sparse coefficient and ‖·‖_0 denotes the number of non-zero elements.

With the sparse representation (2), the measurement equation (1) can be rewritten as

y = ΦΨα = Dα, (3)

where the matrix D ∈ ℜ^{M×K} is the so-called equivalent dictionary. For the recovery stage, in general a first step is to obtain an estimate ^α by solving the under-determined linear system (3) with additional sparsity constraint on α, which can be addressed by many sparse recovery algorithms. The estimated signal ^x is the simply obtained via ^x = Ψ ^α.

Thus, the performance of a CS system depends on the following three aspects: a more suitable dictionary that has less representation error, a better sensing matrix that losses less information when reducing the dimension of the signal, and the recovery algorithm to improve the recovery accuracy of the sparse coefficients. This work focuses on the optimization of the sensing matrix and the sparse recovery algorithm with the aid of probability-based prior information for x.

A. Related work

a) Sensing matrix design: A popular measure for sensing matrix design is based on mutual coherence [46], [47], which is defined as:

μ(D) ≜ max_{1≤i≠ j≤K}

|(D(:,i))^T D(:, j)| ‖D(:,i)‖_2‖D(:, j)‖_2

, (4)

where T denotes the transpose operator and it is known that √_{K−M}

M(K−1) ≤ μ(D) ≤ 1 [48]. The work in [46] indicates that

any S-sparse signal can be reconstructed successfully as long as S < 1 2 [ 1 + 1 μ(D) ] . (5)

Many algorithms are proposed to minimize the mutual coherence μ(D) so that a larger range of sparsity S is allowed. A common optimization problem for this purpose is given by [49], [50], [51]:

min_{Φ,Gt} ‖G_t − G‖^2_F, (6)

in which ‖ · ‖_F denotes the Frobenius norm. G_t is a target Gram with certain property, and G is the Gram of the equivalent dictionary which is defined as G = D^T D = Ψ^T Φ^T ΦΨ. In order to minimize the mutual coherence of the equivalent dictionary D, the equiangular tight frame (ETF)-based algorithms are introduced in [52], [53]. The target Gram is set as one kind of a relaxed ETF matrix in which all the offdiagonal elements cannot be larger than a threshold, hence the Gram of the equivalent dictionary is designed with the aim of approaching to this target Gram as close as possible. As a result, the mutual coherence of the equivalent dictionary can be reduced. However, the sensing matrix that is designed with a larger mutual coherence of the equivalent dictionary in fixed Ψ may lead to a higher recovery accuracy, especially in the noisy cases [49]. In these cases, the sparse representation is given by:

x = Ψα + e, (7)

with e ∈ ℜ^{N×1} being defined as the representation error [54] which exists in the practical application scenarios, such as image signals [55], [56] and video streaming signals [57]. As suggested in [58], the target Gram can be chosen as the Gram of the dictionary, i.e. G_t = Ψ^T Ψ, which is a more robust model against the representation error. It should be noted that the recovery accuracy can be improved if the sensing matrix is designed in such a way that the equivalent dictionary has similar properties to those of the dictionary Ψ.

Besides the above models, recently, algorithms that design sensing matrix with prior information to improve recovery performance have been proposed in [59], [60], [61]. The authors in [61] construct a weighted matrix using the prior information. Then a sensing matrix is designed to minimize a weighted Frobenius difference between the Gram of the equivalent dictionary and the identity matrix. The weighted matrix is set according to the magnitude of the sparse signal α. Hence, each signal is recovered using the corresponding designed sensing matrix. This behavior increases the system burden because the sensing matrix is changing at the decoding stage. Therefore we intend to find coincident information to design one sensing matrix for the recovery of a family of signals.

b) Sparse recovery algorithm: The sparse coefficient ^α can be obtained by following two approaches. The first one employs the greedy algorithms such as Matching Pursuit (MP) or Orthogonal Matching Pursuit (OMP) [62] to solve the ℓ_0- norm constraint optimization problem which is given by:

^α = argmin_α ‖α‖_0 s.t. y = Dα. (8)

The second approach develops a convex model to replace ‖·‖_0 by ‖ · ‖_1:

^α = argmin_α ‖α‖_1 s.t. y = Dα, (9) the existing algorithms to solve this ℓ_1 optimization problem include Basis Pursuit (BP) [63] and Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator (LASSO) [64].

Recently, prior information on α has been incorporated into these recovery algorithms [65], [66], [67], which can be applied in medical imaging [68], wireless sensor networks [69] and so on. In general, the content of prior information depends on the specific applications. As used in [65], one common type of prior information is the probability of each element to be non-zero in the sparse signal α. Sparse recovery algorithms are designed with the consideration of this prior information in [65] when the equivalent dictionary is a Gaussian random matrix whose elements are positioned with independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables with zero mean and unit variance, i.e. N (0,1). We note that the assumption of the equivalent dictionary D which is a Gaussian random matrix is not applicable for real applications where a structured dictionary Ψ is often used.

B. Main contribution

In this work, the sensing matrix and recovery algorithm are both optimized with the prior information which is extracted from the statistics of the non-zero elements in each row of sparse matrix. It should be noted that the appearance frequency of the non-zero element that appears in each row indicates the utilization ratio of the corresponding column of the dictionary. A diagonal matrix is designed using such statistics. Then a weighted cost function is developed to prompt the Gram of the equivalent dictionary approaching the Gram of the dictionary for noisy cases, and the analytical solution of the sensing matrix is obtained. In addition, this kind of prior information is also employed into the recovery stage. In this context, a novel OMP-based algorithm named Probability- Driven Orthogonal Matching Pursuit (PDOMP) is proposed as the recovery algorithm which can further improve the recovery performance.

The main contributions of this paper are listed as follows: • Prior information is exploited by computing the proportion for non-zero elements that appear in a set of sparse signals. This prior information will be used both in the sensing matrix design and the recovery algorithm.

• In the sensing matrix design stage, a weighted matrix is developed by utilizing the prior information. Then a new algorithm named Probability-Weighted-Driven Sensing Matrix Design (PWDSMD) is proposed to design an optimal sensing matrix by solving the weighted minimization problem between the Gram of the dictionary and the Gram of the equivalent dictionary. The form of the weighted matrix which reflects the utilization probability of each dictionary atom is more compatible with the minimization problem. The analytical solution of the optimal sensing matrix can be calculated with very low computational complexity.

• In the recovery stage, we propose a new OMP-based algorithm, named Probability-Driven Orthogonal Matching Pursuit (PDOMP), that also exploits the available prior information on the support of the coefficients. Compared with the Logit-Weighted OMP (LW-OMP) [65] which is designed based on the Gaussian distribution of the equivalent dictionary, the proposed PDOMP algorithm normalizes the equivalent dictionary and is more suitable with the designed sensing matrix.

• Simulations for synthetic data and an application to surveillance video demonstrate that both the proposed PWDSMD algorithm and PDOMP recovery algorithm can achieve more accurate recovery results compared with existing ones. The optimal CS system with PWDSMD and PDOMP can further improve the recovery performance.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. Related work on sensing matrix design and CS systems as well as comparison objects are detailed in Section II. Section III presents the proposed sensing matrix design algorithm with the consideration of the prior information. In Section IV, a recovery algorithm using the same prior information is proposed based on the OMP algorithm. In addition, the optimal CS system is summarised and the computational complexity for CS systems is analyzed. Simulations are carried out in Section V to indicate the improvement of the optimal sensing matrix, the proposed recovery algorithm and the resultant CS system. Section VI draws the conclusions.

II. PRELIMINARIES A. Existing sensing matrix design approaches

Three popular approaches [49], [51], [70] for sensing matrix design based on the cost function (6) will be reviewed in this subsection. These methods will be used in the comparisons in the simulation section.

The first approach to design sensing matrix in [49] is denoted as SM_{DCS}, and the optimization problem is formulated as: Φ_{DCS} = argmin_Φ ‖ΨΨ^T − ΨΨ^T Φ^T ΦΨΨ^T ‖^2_F

= argmin_Φ ‖Σ^2_Ψ − Σ^2_ΨΓ^T ΓΣ^2_Ψ‖^2_F ,

(10)

where ΨΨ^T ≜ U_ΨΣ^2_ΨU^T_Ψ is the eigenvalue decomposition assuming that dictionary Ψ is full rank, and Γ ≜ ΦU_Ψ. An iterative algorithm based on Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) is used in [49] to address the above problem, leading to a non globally optimal solution.

As the physical meaning for the cost function (10) is difficult to explore, the second approach [51] makes the Gram of the equivalent dictionary tend to the identity matrix directly so that the mutual coherence is minimized. In [51], the optimal sensing matrix is given by:

Φ_{LG} = U_G [ I_M 0 ] [ V_{11}^T Σ^{−1}_Ψ 0 0 0 ] U^T_Ψ, (11)

where the SVD of Ψ is

Ψ = U_Ψ [ Σ_Ψ 0 0 0 ] V^T_Ψ ,

and U_G is an arbitrary orthonormal matrix. By jointly updating the sensing matrix and the target Gram, V_{11} is also designed to further minimize the difference between Gram of equivalent dictionary and ETF-based target Gram. This algorithm is denoted as SM_{LG} in Section V.

It should be noted that the measure of mutual coherence is suitable for the noise-free cases [47], [51]. The third approach considers noisy cases, and a typical work is proposed in [70] with the following optimization problem:

Φ_{BH} = min_{Φ,Gt} (1 − γ)‖G_d − G‖^2_F + γ‖G_t − G‖^2_F, (12)

where G_d is the Gram of the dictionary as G_d = Ψ^T Ψ, G_t is the set of matrices which possess the property of ETF [52], [53]. γ is a trade-off factor with 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1. The sensing matrix and the Gram G_t also need to be updated alternatively. The algorithm is denoted as SM_{BH} in Section V.

B. Existing recovery algorithms

The OMP algorithm is a kind of greedy algorithm [62]. For each iteration, the index i that corresponds to the i-th column of the normalized equivalent dictionary is added into the support set. The index i is selected in such a way that the term |(D(:,i))^T r| is maximized, where the residual is obtained as r = y −D ^x. The ^x is the least squares estimate of x which is restricted by the support achieved from last iteration. The algorithm will stop when the iterations reach a given number or the norm of the residual decreases to a given threshold.

In the work of [65], an OMP-extension recovery algorithm named Logit-Weighted OMP (LW-OMP) is designed considering prior information, which showes much better performance than the existing recovery algorithms. Instead of choosing the index of highest correlation between the column of equivalent dictionary and the residual vector r, the algorithm estimates the support by selecting the maximal value of the vector δ ∈ ℜ^{K×1} as:

δ = |D^T r| + ḡ 2 (2S − 1)log p 1 − p , (13)

where ḡ is the average value of the non-zero elements, and p is probability vector for the appearance of non-zero elements in the sparse vector which is given a priori directly. Here^z_c means the elementwise division between the two vectors z and c. The second term of (13) is deduced by minimizing the probability to incorrectly choosing a zero element over a non-zero element on the condition that the elements of the equivalent dictionary are randomly positioned with N (0,1). The CS system in [65] denoted as CS_{SED} will be compared in Section V.

C. The acquisition of prior information

In some particular application scenarios, the sparse representation is similar between the successive signals under the same dictionary. This kind of dictionary can be trained by the previous signal samples X so that it can represent the present signals with small representation error. The classical dictionary learning algorithms include Method of Optimal Direction (MOD) [71], and the K-Singular Value Decomposition (KSVD) [72]. Given the training signal sample X ∈ ℜ^{N×L} which composes of a set of vectors {x_l}^L_{l=1}, the optimal dictionary can be achieved by solving the following general model:

min_{Ψ,A} ‖X − ΨA‖^2_F , (14)

with a unit norm constraint on the columns of Ψ and sparsity constrain on the columns of A. Both MOD and KSVD are iterative algorithms that alteratively update the dictionary Ψ and the sparse coefficient matrix A. They differ from each other in that the MOD updates the dictionary by simply solving the least squares problem of (14) when A is fixed, while the KSVD algorithm is to update the column of dictionary one by one meanwhile the non-zero elements in the corresponding row of sparse matrix is also updated. As observed in (2), a signal is composed by the linear combinations of dictionary atoms with sparse coefficients. Hence, the number of non-zero elements in one row of sparse matrix A reflects utilization ratio of the corresponding atom of the dictionary. For the i-th row of sparse matrix A, the proportion of non-zero elements can be expressed as:

ξ(i) = ‖A(i,:)‖_0 L , (15)

vector ξ ∈ ℜ^{K×1} can be considered as a kind of prior information which will be employed for sensing matrix design and recovery algorithm design.

With the recovery sequence being moved backwards, the dictionary can be update online [73]-[74] from the most currently recovered frames, meanwhile the prior information can be renew that can provide more accurate prior information for designing sensing matrix and recovery algorithm.

D. Existing Framework of CS system

A framework of CS system is introduced in [49], [75] that update sensing matrix and sparsifying dictionary alternatively. The optimization process can be described that fixing the dictionary, the sensing matrix is designed and then fixing the sensing matrix, the dictionary is update, which iterates a number of times. In the [49], the algorithm for designing sensing matrix is SM_{DCS} in section II-A. The dictionary is update based on the designed sensing matrix by the Couple- KSVD algorithm which can be expressed as:

min_{Ψ,A}{ς^2‖X − ΨA‖^2_F + ‖Y − ΦΨA‖^2_F } s.t. ‖A(:,l)‖_0 ≤ S,∀l, (16)

where Y is the measurements projected by training samples X via sensing matrix Φ. ς is a scalar with 0 ≤ ς ≤ 1. The KSVD algorithm is employed in the following cost function:

min_{Ψ,A} ‖C − BΨA‖^2_F s.t. ‖A(:,l)‖_0 ≤ S,∀l.

in which C = [ ςX Y ] , B = [ ςI_N Φ ] , The solution of the dictionary is:

Ψ_{C−KSV D} = (ς^2I_N + Φ^T Φ)^{−1} [ ςI_N Φ^T ] [ ςI_N Φ ] Ψ. (17)

The CS system with joint optimization of sensing matrix and sparsifying dictionary is denoted as CS_{S−DCS}.

III. DESIGN OF SENSING MATRIX WITH PRIOR

INFORMATION

Given the learned dictionary, an optimal sensing matrix with prior information is developed in this section. According to the statistical prior information ξ ∈ ℜ^{K×1} given by (15), a weighted matrix W ∈ ℜ^{K×K} can be designed as a diagonal matrix with its i-th diagonal element given by

W (i,i) = τ + (1 − τ)ξ(i), (18)

where τ is a positive scalar that is smaller than 1. Each diagonal element in the weighted matrix is related to the probability of elements to be non-zero in the corresponding row of sparse matrix. This design emphasizes the importance of atoms of dictionary with high probability of utilization. In order to build a robust system that is able to deal with the representation error, a promising approach is to employ the Gram of the dictionary as the target Gram [70]. Hence, the proposed PWDSMD algorithm solves the following optimization problem:

Φ_{new} = argmin_Φ {‖W (Ψ^T Ψ − G)W ‖^2_F ≜ f (Φ)}. (19)

By defining ^Ψ = ΨW , the cost function is given by:

f (Φ) = ‖ ^Ψ^T ^Ψ − ^Ψ^T Φ^T Φ ^Ψ‖^2_F . (20)

The SVD of ^Ψ ∈ ℜ^{N×K} is

^Ψ = U_{^Ψ} [ Σ_{^Ψ} 0 0 0 ] V^T_{^Ψ} ,

where Σ_{^Ψ} = diag(σ_1,··· ,σ¯_N ) with N̄ ≤ N. Assuming M ≤ N̄ and the diagonal elements in Σ_{^Ψ} being arranged in the decreasing order as σ^2_1 ≥ ··· ≥ σ^2_{N̄} , (20) can be expressed as:

f (Φ) = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ [ Σ^2_{^Ψ} 0 0 0 ] − [ Σ_{^Ψ} 0 0 0 ] Θ^T Θ [ Σ_{^Ψ} 0 0 0 ]‖ ‖ ‖ 2 F , (21)

in which Θ = ΦU_{^Ψ}. The matrix Θ ∈ ℜ^{M×N} can be divided into two parts as Θ = [ Θ_1 Θ_2 ] with Θ_1 ∈ ℜ^{M×N̄} . Hence, (21) becomes:

f (Φ) = ‖ ‖ ‖ [ Σ^2_{^Ψ} 0 0 0 ] − [ Σ_{^Ψ}Θ^T_1 0 ] [ Θ_1Σ_{^Ψ} 0 ] ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 F = ‖ ‖ ‖ [ Σ^2_{^Ψ} 0 0 0 ] − [ Δ^T 0 ] [ Δ 0 ] ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 F = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ [ Σ^2_{^Ψ} 0 0 0 ] − [ Δ^T Δ 0 0 0 ]‖ ‖ ‖ 2 F ,

(22)

where Δ = Θ_1Σ_{^Ψ}. The SVD of Δ ∈ ℜ^{M×N̄} is:

Δ = U [ Σ 0 0 0 ] V^T ,

in which Σ = diag(σ̄_1,··· ,σ̄¯_M) with M̄ ≤ M.

Denote R ≜ V^T Σ^2_{^Ψ}V = {r_{i j}}, where r_{i j} is the i j-th element in matrix R. The elements of the diagonal matrix Σ^2_{^Ψ} are the corresponding eigenvalues of the matrix R with the decreasing order as σ^2_1 ≥ ··· ≥ σ^2_{N̄} . Equation (22) can be rewritten as:

f (Φ) = ‖Σ^2_{^Ψ} − Δ^T Δ‖^2_F = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖V^T Σ^2^_ΨV − [ Σ^2 0 0 0 ]‖ ‖ ‖ 2 F = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖R − [ Σ^2 0 0 0 ]‖ ‖ ‖ 2 F = ‖Σ^2_{^Ψ}‖^2_F + M̄ ∑_{k=1}^{|r}kk^{− σ̄2}k^{|2 − M̄}∑_{k=1}^{|r}kk^{|2.}

(23)

As Σ^2_{^Ψ} is fixed which will not influence the solution, the last two terms should be minimized to achieve the optimal Φ. The strategy employed in this work is to compute the maximum ∑^{M̄}_{k=1} |rkk|^2 with rkk − σ̄^2_k = 0.

Suppose R ∈ ℜ^{N̄×N̄} is Hermitian with the elements {r_{i j}}, and its eigenvalues {σ^2_k} are ordered as σ^2_1 ≥ ··· ≥ σ^2_{N̄}. Computing Q ≜ R^T R = {q_{i j}}, we have:

q_{kk} = (R(:,k))^T R(:,k) ≥ |r_{kk}|^2, ∀ k. (24)

The eigen-decomposition of R is given by

R = U_rdiag(σ^2_1,··· ,σ^2_{N̄} )U^T_r , (25)

where U_r ∈ ℜ^{N̄×N̄} is an orthonormal matrix. Hence, Q has a similar eigen-decomposition expressed by:

Q = U_rdiag(|σ^2_1|^2,··· ,|σ^2_{N̄} |^2)U^T_r . (26)

Refer to the [76] (see pp.193), the following holds N̄ ∑_{k=N̄+1−m}^qkk^{≥ N̄}∑_{k=N̄+1−m}^{|σ2}k^{|2, ∀m = 1,2,··· ,N̄. (27)}

In our case, m = N̄ − M̄. According to the matrix property, ∑^{N̄}_{k=1} qkk = ∑^{N̄}_{k=1} |σ^2_k |^2 = trace(Q) that M̄ ∑_{k=1}^qkk^{≤ M̄}∑_{k=1}^{|σ2}k^{|2. (28)}

Recall the fact q_{kk} ≥ |r_{kk}|^2, ∀ k, then the following relationship is obtained:_{M̄}

∑_{k=1}^{|r}kk^{|2 ≤ M̄}∑_{k=1}^{|σ2}k^{|2. (29)}

Hence, the maximum ∑^{M̄}_{k=1} |r_{kk}|^2 can be achieved when r_{kk} = σ^2_k which means the subset of matrix R should be R(1 : M̄,1 : M̄) = diag(σ^2_1,··· ,σ^2_{M̄}). Meanwhile, σ̄^2_k can also be calculated as σ̄^2_k = σ^2_k ,k = 1,··· ,M̄. Supposing that ~V is an orthonormal matrix as ~V = V^T , the matrix R can be rewritten as:

R = ~V Σ^2_{^Ψ} ~V^T = N̄ ∑_{k=1}^{σ2}k^{~V (:,k)( ~V (:,k))T . (30)}

In order to make the top M̄ terms equal to its eigenvalue σ^2_k respectively, ~V (1 : M̄,k) should be set as ~V (1 : M̄,k) = z_k with k = 1,··· ,M̄, where z_k ∈ ℜ^{M̄×1} is a vector whose elements are all zeros except the k-th element equals to 1. For k = M̄ +1,··· ,N̄, the values of ~V (1 : M̄,k) = 0. The final form of matrix ~V ∈ ℜ^{N̄×N̄} that keeps the property of orthonormality can be expressed as: ~V = [ I¯_M 0 0 V_{22} ] , (31)

where I¯_M is an identity matrix with dimension M̄ and V_{22} is an arbitrary orthonormal matrix with dimension N̄ − M̄. The matrix Σ can be updated as Σ = Σ_{^Ψ}(1 : M̄,1 : M̄) due to the previous condition σ̄^2_k = r_{kk} and the above result r_{kk} = σ^2_k with k = 1,··· ,M̄. The ^Θ_1 is updated as:

^Θ_1 = U [ Σ_{^Ψ}(1 : M̄,1 : M̄) 0 0 0 ][ I¯_M 0 0 V_{22} ] Σ_{^Ψ}^{−1}. (32)

Finally, with ^Θ = [ ^Θ_1 Θ_2 ] , the optimal sensing matrix is given by:

Φ_{opt} = ^ΘU_{^Ψ}^T , (33)

where U ∈ ℜ^{M×M}, V_{22} ∈ ℜ^{(N̄−M̄)×(N̄−M̄)} are arbitrary orthonormal matrices, I¯_M is an identity matrix and Θ_2 ∈ ℜ^{M×(N−N̄)} is an arbitrary matrix. For simplicity, we set Θ_2 = Φ_0U_{^Ψ}(:,(N̄ + 1) : N) with initial sensing matrix Φ_0.

Remark 3.1 • Instead of solving the problem using alternating optimization between the sensing matrix and ETF-based target Gram in [51], [70], an analytic solution set of (19) for designing sensing matrix Φ is obtained with lower complexity.

• The proposed algorithm minimizes the difference of each atom norm between dictionary and equivalent dictionary, especially for the atoms with high probability of utilization. This behavior keeps the good properties of the dictionary in the equivalent dictionary design.

IV. DESIGN OF RECOVERY ALGORITHM WITH PRIOR

INFORMATION

A. Design of PDOMP algorithm

In the OMP algorithm, indexes for the support set are selected only according to the terms |(D̄(:,i))^T r|, where D̄ is the normalization version of D with ‖D̄(:,i)‖_2 = 1,∀i = 1,2,··· ,K. In this work, a new penalty term that is related to probabilities for non-zero elements in a sparse signal is employed to improve the index selection in OMP algorithm, and it will lead to a better recovery accuracy. The probabilities can be provided by ξ in Section II-C as prior information. The proposed penalty can be expressed as:

ζ(i) = argmax_i (|(D̄(:,i))^T r| + ω_k tan(πξ(i) − π 2 )), ∀ i = 1,2,··· ,K, (34)

with ω_k being a weighted function that varies for every iteration in the PDOMP (see Algorithm 1). Due to the fact that the norm of residual r is decreasing in every iteration, ω_k can be developed as a linear monotonically decreasing function. For the k-th iteration, the value of ω_k is given by

ω_k = β × (S + 1 − k), (35) where S is the sparsity. The slope β decides the rate of descent of function ω_k so that it can be harmonious with the |(D̄(:,i))^T r|. During one iteration, the term tan(πξ(i) −^π_2 ) is a monotonic increasing function which projects the bounded probability form [0,1] into the range (−∞,+∞). Developing such a term will help the algorithm choose the index i effectively. For cases when ξ(i) tends to 1, which corresponds to these atoms of the dictionary that is always used, this term tends to be +∞ and ensure that this index has a higher probability to be selected. For an extreme case when ξ(i) = 0.5, which indicates that the probability cannot be used, the term tan(πξ(i)−^π_2 ) becomes 0 to switch off the effect of probability and let the first term of (34) to decide the index. With such a strategy, the generation of the support set of the sparse signal is improved.

This Probability-Driven Orthogonal Matching Pursuit (PDOMP) is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Probability-Driven Orthogonal Matching Pursuit (PDOMP)

Input: The test observation vector y ∈ ℜ^{M×1}, the optimal sensing matrix Φ_{opt} ∈ ℜ^{M×N} of (33), the given normalized dictionary Ψ ∈ ℜ^{N×K}, the statistic probabilities ξ ∈ ℜ^{K×1}, the sparsity S and the constant parameter β.

Initialization: The residual vector r_0 = y, the support set Λ_0 = /0, Ξ_0 = /0 and set k = 1

Start:

(1): Calculating the equivalent dictionary D = Φ_{opt} Ψ, and then normalizing it as D̄ = DS_c with the normalization factor S_c = diag{‖D(:,1)‖^{−1}_2 ,··· ,‖D(:,K)‖^{−1}_2 }.

(2): Repeat until k > S:

Step 1: Set function ω_k = β × (S + 1 − k). Step 2: Calculate

ζ(i_k) = argmax_{ik} |D̄(:,i_k)^T r_{k−1}| + ω_k tan(πξ(i_k) − π 2 )), where the index of i_k is selected over i_k ∈ {1,··· ,K}\Λ_{k−1}.

Step 3: Update

Λ_k = Λ_{k−1} ⋃ {i_k} and Ξ_k = [ Ξ_{k−1} D̄(:,i_k) ] . Step 4: Calculate

^α_k = argmin_α ‖y − Ξ_kα‖^2 and r_k = y − Ξ_k ^α_k. Step 5: k = k + 1.

Output: Λ = Λ_{k−1} and ^α = S_c ^α_{k−1}.

B. The proposed CS system

With the proposed PDOMP and the designed sensing matrix, an optimal CS system with a probability-based prior information can be generated.

In the stage of sensing matrix design, the weighted matrix is developed as a diagonal matrix in which the diagonal elements are generated according to the prior information of proportion of non-zero elements in each row of sparse matrix. Then with the designed weighted matrix, the cost function of minimizing the difference between the Gram of the dictionary and the Gram of the equivalent dictionary can be used to optimize a sensing matrix. The probability related weighted matrix is added to construct the function, which highlights the atoms of the dictionary with high probability of utilization.

In the stage of recovery, the PDOMP algorithm is proposed to enhance the recovery outcome considering the same kind of prior information as for the sensing matrix design. The simulations in Section V demonstrate that PDOMP has better recovery result than the OMP algorithm. In addition, compared with the LW-OMP [65], the PDOMP algorithm is feasible to cooperate with the designed sensing matrix.

The proposed optimal CS system can be summarized in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2: The Optimal CS system

Stage 1: Sensing matrix design:

Input: The initial sensing matrix Φ_0 ∈ ℜ^{M×N} , the given normalized dictionary Ψ ∈ ℜ^{N×K} , the statistic probabilities ξ ∈ ℜ^{K×1} and the constant parameter τ.

Step 1: Construct the weighted matrix W of (18) using the prior information of statistic probabilities which are extracted from the sparse matrix .

Step 2: The PWDSMD algorithm is proposed to design sensing matrix by solving the weighted function (19), the optimal sensing matrix Φ_{opt} is obtained as (33).

Stage 2: Recovery:

Input: The test observation vector y ∈ ℜ^{M×1}, the sensing matrix Φ_{opt} ∈ ℜ^{M×N} , the given normalized dictionary Ψ ∈ ℜ^{N×K} , the statistic probabilities ξ ∈ ℜ^{K×1}, the sparsity S and the constant parameter β.

Step 1: The PDOMP algorithm listed in Algorithm 1 is used to recover the sparse signal ^α.

Output: The recovery signal ^x = Ψ ^α.

The computational complexity for eight CS systems are computed and shown in Table I with sensing matrix Φ ∈ ℜ^{M×N} , dictionary Ψ ∈ ℜ^{N×K}, signal samples X ∈ ℜ^{N×L}, and the sparsity S. ϑ_{BH} is the number of iteration for updating sensing matrix in SM_{BH} . Some typical values of the parameters are employed in the simulations which will be detailed in next section. For synthetic data, M = 50, N = 200, K = 240, L = 1000, S = 12 and ϑ_{BH} = 100. For the simulations with surveillance video, M = 12, N = 64, K = 100, L = 9000 for ’Bootstrap’ (or L = 24300 for ’Walking Man’), S = 4 and ϑ_{BH} = 100.

V. SIMULATIONS The related simulations are carried out using synthetic data and surveillance video in this section. In Subsection V-A, the model of synthetic data and the evaluation criterion for algorithm performance will be introduced. The performance of the sensing matrix for synthetic data will be presented and analyzed in subsection V-B. Subsection V-C shows the result of the optimal CS system for synthetic data. The experiments for the application scenario of surveillance video are carried out in subsection ?? to compare the performance of CS systems.

A. The model of the synthetic data

In the simulations, the column normalized dictionary Ψ ∈ ℜ^{N×K} is assumed to be given with its elements randomly

Table I COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY OF EIGHT CS SYSTEMS.

. Sensing matrix design OMP PDOMP CS_{RAN−O} ‵ O(S^2(MK + K)L) ‵ CS_{RAN−P} ‵ ‵ O(S^2(MK + K)L) CS_{DCS−O} O(MN^2) O(S^2(MK + K)L) ‵ CS_{DCS−P} O(MN^2) ‵ O(S^2(MK + K)L) CS_{BH−O} O(NK^2ϑ_{BH} ) O(S^2(MK + K)L) ‵ CS_{BH−P} O(NK^2ϑ_{BH} ) ‵ O(S^2(MK + K)L) CS_{W Ψ−O} O(N^3 + N^2M + M^2N) O(S^2(MK + K)L) ‵ CS_{W Ψ−P} O(N^3 + N^2M + M^2N) ‵ O(S^2(MK + K)L)

generated with N (0,1). The initial sensing matrix Φ_0 ∈ ℜ^{M×N} is generated randomly as the Gaussian distribution with N (0,1). In order to prove the influence of different probability distributions for a CS system, the sparse vector α = [α(1),α(2),... ,α(K)]^T which is generated as the Bernoulli distribution, its elements α(i), i = 1,2,...,K, are given by α(i) = υ(i)b(i), (36)

where υ(i) is a deterministic non-zero value which follows the distribution of N (0,1). A decision factor is defined as b(i) which equals to one with probability p(i) and zero with probability 1 − p(i). The factor b(i) decides whether the element α(i) is non-zero or not. Every b(i) is independent of each other which leads to the support set I = {i|b(i) = 1} of α being distributed on the basis of

Pr(I = Λ) = ∏ i∈Λ p(i) ∏ i/∈Λ (1 − p(i)). (37)

The probability of element α(i) to be non-zero is p(i), ∀ i = 1,2,··· ,K. These columns of {α_l}^L_{l=1} consist of a sparse matrix A ∈ ℜ^{K×L} in which the proportion of non-zero elements in each row is ξ(i) = ∑^L_{l=1} p(i)/L = p(i).

In order to simplify the expressions of the algorithm with the prior information, the sparse coefficient vector is divided into J groups. The probability in the same group is assumed to be the same and denoted as p^′( j), the number of elements in the j-th group is defined as K_j. For a given support set I , the number of non-zero elements is defined as S = |I|. Due to the non-zero elements that are generated with probabilities, the statistical average sparsity with respect to the distribution in (37) is: S = K ∑_{i=1}^{p(i) = J}∑_{j=1}^Kj^{p′( j). (38)}

The concept of Average Binary Entropy (ABE) [77] is defined as the entropy of a Bernoulli process with probabilities p. It can be denoted as H_b:

H_b = 1 K K ∑_{i=1}^{H(p(i)) = 1}_K^J∑_{j=1}^Kj^{H(p′( j)), (39)}

where H(ρ) = −ρlogρ − (1 − ρ)log(1 − ρ) is the binary entropy function. The ABE measures the uncertainty in a message. A small ABE means that the probabilities are distributed far away from the uniform distribution. The ABE reaches the maximum value when a fair bet is placed on the outcomes.

In this case there is no advantage to design an algorithm with prior information.

In the simulations of synthetic data, two performance indicators are selected to examine the algorithms. The first one is the Mean Square Error (MSE) [78], which is defined as:

MSE = 1 L L ∑_{l=1}^{‖xl − ^xl‖2}_N^{, (40)}

where the ^x_l is the recovery signal and the x_l is the original signal. The true support I_l in α_l and the estimate support ^I_l in ^α_l also are compared, the average proportion of coefficients which is recovered successfully [65] is given by:

e_r = 1 L L ∑_{l=1}^{|Il ∩ ^Il|}_{|Il|}^{. (41)}

In the simulations of surveillance video, the recovery accuracy is measured by Peak Signal-to-Noise Ration (PSNR) [79]:

PSNR = 10 × log_{10}(

(2^r − 1)^2 MSE ), (42)

with r = 8 bits per pixel.

B. Experiments on sensing matrix design

In this subsection, the performance of the proposed sensing matrix design will be tested. Besides a random sensing matrix, three existing algorithms introduced in Section II-A are employed for comparison. These four sensing matrices are named as SM_{RAN}, SM_{DCS} [49], SM_{LG} [51] and SM_{BH} [70], respectively. The proposed PWDSMD algorithm for sensing matrix design is denoted as SM_Ψ without prior information (W = I) and SM_{WΨ} with the prior information.

In our experiments, the vector α with dimension K = 240 is divided into J = 4 groups, with the group lengths K_1 = 160, K_2 = 50, K_3 = 20, K_4 = 10. The number of S/J non-zero elements will be placed in each group with the probability p^′( j) =^{S/J}_{Kj} , j = 1,2,3,4. The value of the non-zero elements are generated with the Gaussian distribute according to N (0,1). The testing signal x is produced as (7), e is the sparse error in the different level of Signal-to-Noise Ration (SNR). The number of experimental trials is L = 1000. The traditional OMP algorithm is used as the recovery algorithm.

Case 1: Fig. 1 shows the performance of the proposed algorithm SM_{WΨ} with varying parameter τ within 0 to 1 of the weighted matrix W for different SNRs.

Figure 1. MSE versus the parameter τ of the weighted matrix design.

Remark 5.1: Whatever the SNR is, the tendency is coincident. There is no prior information in the proposed algorithm when τ = 1. The proposed algorithm has the smallest MSE with τ = 0.2 which will be used in the following simulations as the parameter of the weighted matrix.

Case 2: The experiment on the effect of different levels of SNR is executed. The Fig. 2(a) and 2(b) show the MSE and the proportion of successful recovery coefficients e_r versus SNR of representation error for the system of the six sensing matrices with the sparsity S = 12, M = 50, N = 200, and K = 240.

Remark 5.2: The algorithm SM_{WΨ} outperforms other algorithms. The algorithm SM_Ψ is close to the SM_{BH} which also considers to reduce the mutual coherence. The SM_{LG} algorithm is optimized only by taking the measure of mutual coherence as the optimal target, which is sensitive to the SNR. The SM_{DCS}, SM_{BH} , SM_Ψ, SM_{WΨ} algorithms are robust to the SNR, which are in accordance with the theory of [49], [70].

Case 3: Fig. 3 presents the result of the signal recovery accuracy in CS system in which six different sensing matrices are adopted with the varying sparsity S. The simulations are carried out with the parameter M = 50, N = 200, K = 240 and the SNR = 20dB.

Case 4: When the sparsity S = 12, N = 200, K = 240, and the SNR = 20dB, the MSE and the proportion of successful recovery coefficients e_r in Fig. 4 report the recovery performance with the observation dimension vary from 40 to 70 for the CS system of six different matrices.

Remark 5.3: As the Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 shown, the proposed algorithm SM_{WΨ} outperforms the other existing algorithms, which is coincident with the theoretical analysis in the previous section. The experiments show the good recovery of the proposed algorithm SM_{WΨ} from the performance of MSE and the proportion of successful recovery coefficients e_r. The performance MSE reflects the distance between the recovery signal and the original signal, and the performance e_r evaluates the recovery result from the degree of the position of the sparse signal.

C. Experiments on the CS systems

In this subsection, we analyze the optimal CS system in which the prior information are utilized in both sensing matrix

(a)

(b) Figure 2. (a) is the MSE versus different level SNR for six sensing matrices; (b) is the proportion of successful recovery coefficients e_r versus different level SNR for six sensing matrices.

design and recovery algorithm.

Case 5: The parameter β in the proposed PDOMP algorithm should be selected. Fig. 5 shows the performance of the two CS systems denoted as CS_{RAN−P} and CS_{WΨ−P} in which the PDOMP recovery algorithm combines with the sensing matrices SM_{RAN}, SM_{WΨ} at different SNRs. We can find that the parameter β = 10^{−4} is a suitable choice. It should be noted that a suitable parameter β can usually be found within the range 10^{−5} to 10^0 with an exponential gap of 10^{−1}.

Case 6: the CS system in [65] named CS_{SED} and the system with joint optimization of sensing matrix and sparsifying dictionary in [49] named CS_{S−DCS} are compared with the proposed CS system named CS_{WΨ−P} at the level of SNR = 20dB in this work. Fig. 6 shows the performance of these three CS systems.

Remark 5.4:

• The recovery algorithm LW-OMP in CS_{SED} is designed based on the Gaussian equivalent dictionary, which is limited to application in the sensing matrix design case. The experiment demonstrates that the proposed recovery algorithm PDOMP is compatible with the designed sensing matrix for a CS system which leads to recovery improvements.

• The proposed CS system also has better performance than the CS_{S−DCS} system which possesses higher computa-

(a)

(b) Figure 3. (a) is the MSE versus the Sparsity S for six sensing matrices; (b) is the proportion of successful recovery coefficients e_r versus the Sparsity S for six sensing matrices.

tional complexity.

Case 7: The sparse representation error cannot be ignored in the real-life applications, referring to the results of sensing matrix algorithms comparison, nine CS systems are selected for comparison. These nine CS systems are CS_{RAN−O}, CS_{DCS−O}, CS_{BH−O}, CS_{WΨ−O} in which the sensing matrices are designed using SM_{RAN}, SM_{DCS}, SM_{BH} , SM_{WΨ} algorithms combining with OMP algorithm, CS_{RAN−P}, CS_{DCS−P}, CS_{BH−P}, CS_{WΨ−P} in which the sensing matrices are designed using SM_{RAN}, SM_{DCS}, SM_{BH}, SM_{WΨ} algorithms combining with PDOMP algorithm, and the CS_{S−DCS} in which the sensing matrix and sparsifying dictionary are optimized simultaneously. With the parameters τ = 0.2 and β = 10^{−4}, Fig. 7 shows the performance of MSE and the proportion of successful recovery coefficients e_r with the sparsity S vary from 8 to 24 for eight CS systems. The experiment is done under the M = 50, N = 200, K = 240 and SNR = 20dB.

Case 8: Fig. 8 displays the experimental result which is conducted to examine the effect of the dimension of the measurements for the nine CS systems with the sparsity S = 12, N = 200, K = 240, SNR = 20dB and by varying M from 40 to 70.

Remark 5.5:

• Using the same sensing matrix algorithm, the recovery

(a)

(b) Figure 4. (a) is the MSE versus the dimension M of sensing matrix for six sensing matrices; (b) is the proportion of successful recovery coefficients e_r versus the dimension M of sensing matrix for six sensing matrices.

Figure 5. MSE versus the parameter β of the weighted function ω_k, blue line represents the SNR = 30dB for the two CS systems, red line represents the SNR = 20dB for the two CS systems and black line represents the SNR = 10dB for the two CS systems.

result is better by adopting the PDOMP algorithm than the OMP algorithm.

• With the same recovery algorithm, the CS system using the proposed sensing matrix enjoys the best performance. The CS system with PDOMP and the proposed sensing matrix achieves the best performance.

(a)

(b) Figure 6. (a) is the MSE versus the dimension M of sensing matrix for three different CS systems; (b) is the e_r versus the dimension M of sensing matrix for three different CS systems.

Case 9: In order to emphasize the contribution of prior information in the design system, four simulations aided by different distribute probability are performed for CS_{WΨ−P} system (see Fig. 9). The four simulations are set in the Table II in which each simulation has a different length of segments. In this case, the related parameters are N = 200, K = 240, the sparsity S = 12 and the SNR = 20dB.

Table II THE LENGTH OF EVERY GROUP IN THE SIMULATIONS.

. K1 K2 K3 K4 Hb Simu1 60 60 60 60 0.2449 Simu2 100 100 20 20 0.2234 Simu3 160 50 20 10 0.2058 Simu4 204 12 12 12 0.1775

Remark 5.6: The average binary entropy H_b measures the uncertainty of the information provided by the sparse signal. According to the definition of the ABE [77], the distribution of the probability is far away from uniform, which has lower H_b. Fig. 9 also shows the conclusion that the more accuracy recovery can be achieved if the given prior information has more accurate information.

(a)

(b) Figure 7. (a) is the MSE versus the Sparsity S for the nine optimal CS systems; (b) is the proportion of successful recovery coefficients e_r versus the Sparsity S for the nine optimal CS systems.

VI. CONCLUSION An optimal CS system with designs of sensing matrix and recovery algorithm is proposed by employing the probabilitybased prior information. In the sensing matrix design stage, a weighting matrix is designed via utilizing the probability of each atom to be selected in sparse representation. Then a weighted cost function is proposed to design a sensing matrix that is robust when the representation error exists. An analytical solution for the sensing matrix is derived. In the recovery stage, an extension of OMP is proposed with a new penalty that is related with prior information. The simulation results demonstrate that the CS system with the proposed sensing matrix and recovery algorithm outperforms the compared CS systems. In addition, the framework for optimizing sensing matrix and dictionary jointly provides us the idea to optimize the CS system further based on our proposed algorithm and to apply to problems in other fields such as detection and estimation in wireless communications [80], [81], [82], [83], [84], [85], [86], [87], [88], [89], [90], [91], [92], [93], [94], [95], [96], [97].

ACKNOWLEDGMENT This work was supported by National Science Foundation of P.R. China (Grant: 61503339, 61801159 and 61873239).

(a)

(b) Figure 8. (a) is the MSE versus the dimension M of sensing matrix for nine optimal CS systems; (b) is the proportion of successful recovery coefficients e_r versus the dimension M of sensing matrix for nine optimal CS systems.

Zhejiang National Science Foundation (Grant:LY18F010023).

REFERENCES

[1] E. J. Candès and M. B. Wakin, “An introduction to compressive sampling,” IEEE Signal Process. Mag., vol. 25, no. 2, pp. 21–30, 2008.

[2] D. L. Donoho, “Compressed sensing,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 52, no. 4, pp. 1289–1306, 2006.

[3] Z. Zhu, G. Li, J. Ding, Q. Li, and X. He, “On collaborative compressive sensing systems: The framework, design and algorithm,” SIAM Journal on imaging sciences, vol. 11, no. 2, pp. 1717–1758, 2017.

[4] Q. Jiang, R. C. de Lamare, Y. Zakharov, S. Li, and X. He, “Joint sensing matrix design and recovery based on normalized iterative hard thesholding for sparse systems,” in IEEE Statistical Signal Process. Workshop, 2018, pp. 613–617.

[5] T. M. Quan, T. Nguyenduc, and W. K. Jeong, “Compressed sensing MRI reconstruction using a generative adversarial network with a cyclic loss,” IEEE Trans. Med. Imaging, vol. 37, no. 6, pp. 1488–1497, 2018.

[6] H. Palangi, R. Ward, and D. Li, “Convolutional deep stacking networks for distributed compressive sensing,” Signal Process., vol. 131, pp. 181– 189, 2017.

[7] S. Xu, R. C. de Lamare, and H. V. Poor, “Distributed compressed estimation based on compressive sensing,” IEEE Signal Process. Lett., vol. 22, no. 9, pp. 1311–1315, 2015.

[8] Z. Zhu and M. B. Wakin, “Approximating sampled sinusoids and multiband signals using multiband modulated dpss dictionaries,” Journal of Fourier Analysis and Applications, vol. 23, no. 6, pp. 1263–1310, 2015.

[9] M. F. Duarte and Y. C. Eldar, “Structured compressed sensing: From theory to applications,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 59, no. 9, pp. 4053–4085, 2011.

(a)

(b) Figure 9. (a) is the MSE versus the dimension M of proposed CS system with the different distribute probability (Simu1 with no prior information and Simu2-4 with prior information); (b) is the proportion of successful recovery coefficients e_r versus the dimension M of the proposed CS systems with the different distribute probability.

[10] M. Cui and S. Prasad, “Sparse representation-based classification:

Orthogonal least squares or orthogonal matching pursuit?” Pattern Recognit. Lett., vol. 84, pp. 120–126, 2016.

[11] Z. Zhang, Y. Xu, J. Yang, X. Li, and D. Zhang, “A survey of sparse representation: Algorithms and applications,” IEEE Access, vol. 3, pp. 490–530, 2015.

[12] R. C. de Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Adaptive reduced-rank mmse filtering with interpolated fir filters and adaptive interpolators,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 12, no. 3, pp. 177–180, March 2005.

[13] ——, “Adaptive interference suppression for ds-cdma systems based on interpolated fir filters with adaptive interpolators in multipath channels,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 56, no. 5, pp. 2457– 2474, Sep. 2007.

[14] ——, “Reduced-rank adaptive filtering based on joint iterative optimization of adaptive filters,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 14, no. 12, pp. 980–983, Dec 2007.

[15] R. C. de Lamare, M. Haardt, and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Blind adaptive constrained reduced-rank parameter estimation based on constant modulus design for cdma interference suppression,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 56, no. 6, pp. 2470–2482, June 2008.

[16] N. Song, R. C. de Lamare, M. Haardt, and M. Wolf, “Adaptive widely linear reduced-rank interference suppression based on the multistage wiener filter,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 60, no. 8, pp. 4003–4016, Aug 2012.

[17] R. C. de Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Adaptive reduced-rank processing based on joint and iterative interpolation, decimation, and filtering,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 57, no. 7, pp. 2503–2514, July 2009.

[18] M. Yukawa, R. C. de Lamare, and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Efficient acoustic echo cancellation with reduced-rank adaptive filtering based on selective decimation and adaptive interpolation,” IEEE Transactions on Audio, Speech, and Language Processing, vol. 16, no. 4, pp. 696–710, May 2008.

[19] R. C. de Lamare, R. Sampaio-Neto, and M. Haardt, “Blind adaptive constrained constant-modulus reduced-rank interference suppression algorithms based on interpolation and switched decimation,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 59, no. 2, pp. 681–695, Feb 2011.

[20] R. C. de Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Reduced-rank space-time adaptive interference suppression with joint iterative least squares algorithms for spread-spectrum systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 59, no. 3, pp. 1217–1228, March 2010.

[21] ——, “Adaptive reduced-rank equalization algorithms based on alternating optimization design techniques for mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 60, no. 6, pp. 2482–2494, July 2011.

[22] R. Fa and R. C. De Lamare, “Reduced-rank stap algorithms using joint iterative optimization of filters,” IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. 47, no. 3, pp. 1668–1684, July 2011.

[23] R. Fa, R. C. de Lamare, and L. Wang, “Reduced-rank stap schemes for airborne radar based on switched joint interpolation, decimation and filtering algorithm,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 58, no. 8, pp. 4182–4194, Aug 2010.

[24] Z. Yang, R. C. de Lamare, and X. Li, “l_1-regularized stap algorithms with a generalized sidelobe canceler architecture for airborne radar,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 60, no. 2, pp. 674–686, Feb 2012.

[25] S. Li, R. C. de Lamare, and R. Fa, “Reduced-rank linear interference suppression for ds-uwb systems based on switched approximations of adaptive basis functions,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 60, no. 2, pp. 485–497, Feb 2011.

[26] L. Wang, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Yukawa, “Adaptive reducedrank constrained constant modulus algorithms based on joint iterative optimization of filters for beamforming,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 58, no. 6, pp. 2983–2997, June 2010.

[27] N. Song, W. U. Alokozai, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Haardt, “Adaptive widely linear reduced-rank beamforming based on joint iterative optimization,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 265–269, March 2014.

[28] L. Wang, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Haardt, “Direction finding algorithms based on joint iterative subspace optimization,” IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. 50, no. 4, pp. 2541–2553, October 2014.

[29] Y. Cai, R. C. de Lamare, B. Champagne, B. Qin, and M. Zhao, “Adaptive reduced-rank receive processing based on minimum symbol-error-rate criterion for large-scale multiple-antenna systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 63, no. 11, pp. 4185–4201, Nov 2015.

[30] S. D. Somasundaram, N. H. Parsons, P. Li, and R. C. de Lamare, “Reduced-dimension robust capon beamforming using krylov-subspace techniques,” IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. 51, no. 1, pp. 270–289, January 2015.

[31] R. C. de Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Sparsity-aware adaptive algorithms based on alternating optimization and shrinkage,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 21, no. 2, pp. 225–229, Feb 2014.

[32] S. Xu, R. C. de Lamare, and H. V. Poor, “Distributed compressed estimation based on compressive sensing,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 22, no. 9, pp. 1311–1315, Sep. 2015.

[33] T. G. Miller, S. Xu, R. C. de Lamare, and H. V. Poor, “Distributed spectrum estimation based on alternating mixed discrete-continuous adaptation,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 23, no. 4, pp. 551– 555, April 2016.

[34] H. Ruan and R. C. de Lamare, “Robust adaptive beamforming using a low-complexity shrinkage-based mismatch estimation algorithm,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 60–64, Jan 2014.

[35] C. T. Healy and R. C. de Lamare, “Design of ldpc codes based on multipath emd strategies for progressive edge growth,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 64, no. 8, pp. 3208–3219, Aug 2016.

[36] H. Ruan and R. C. de Lamare, “Robust adaptive beamforming based on low-rank and cross-correlation techniques,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 64, no. 15, pp. 3919–3932, Aug 2016.

[37] L. Qiu, Y. Cai, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Zhao, “Reduced-rank doa estimation algorithms based on alternating low-rank decomposition,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 23, no. 5, pp. 565–569, May 2016.

[38] S. F. B. Pinto and R. C. de Lamare, “Multistep knowledge-aided iterative esprit: Design and analysis,” IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. 54, no. 5, pp. 2189–2201, Oct 2018.

[39] F. G. Almeida Neto, R. C. De Lamare, V. H. Nascimento, and Y. V.

Zakharov, “Adaptive reweighting homotopy algorithms applied to beamforming,” IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. 51, no. 3, pp. 1902–1915, July 2015.

[40] M. F. Kaloorazi and R. C. de Lamare, “Subspace-orbit randomized decomposition for low-rank matrix approximations,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 66, no. 16, pp. 4409–4424, Aug 2018.

[41] ——, “Compressed randomized utv decompositions for low-rank matrix approximations,” IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Signal Processing, vol. 12, no. 6, pp. 1155–1169, Dec 2018.

[42] Y. Zhaocheng, R. C. de Lamare, and W. Liu, “Sparsity-based stap using alternating direction method with gain/phase errors,” IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. 53, no. 6, pp. 2756–2768, Dec 2017.

[43] X. Wu, Y. Cai, M. Zhao, R. C. de Lamare, and B. Champagne, “Adaptive widely linear constrained constant modulus reduced-rank beamforming,” IEEE Transactions on Aerospace and Electronic Systems, vol. 53, no. 1, pp. 477–492, Feb 2017.

[44] Y. V. Zakharov, V. H. Nascimento, R. C. De Lamare, and F. G. De Almeida Neto, “Low-complexity dcd-based sparse recovery algorithms,” IEEE Access, vol. 5, pp. 12 737–12 750, 2017.

[45] Q. Jiang, S. Li, Z. Zhu, H. Bai, X. He, and R. C. de Lamare, “Design of compressed sensing system with probability-based prior information,” IEEE Transactions on Multimedia, pp. 1–1, 2019.

[46] D. L. Donoho and M. Elad, “Optimally sparse representation in general (nonorthogonal) dictionaries via ℓ_1 minimization,” Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci., vol. 100, no. 5, pp. 2197–2202, 2003.

[47] M. Elad, “Optimized projections for compressed sensing,” IEEE Trans.

Signal Process., vol. 55, no. 12, pp. 5695–5702, 2007.

[48] T. Strohmer and R. W. H. Jr, “Grassmannian frames with applications to coding and communication,” Appl. Comp. Harmon. Anal., vol. 14, no. 3, pp. 257–275, 2003.

[49] J. M. Duarte-Carvajalino and G. Sapiro, “Learning to sense sparse signals: Simultaneous sensing matrix and sparsifying dictionary optimization,” IEEE Trans. Image Process., vol. 18, no. 7, pp. 1395–1408, 2009.

[50] L. Zelnik-Manor, K. Rosenblum, and Y. C. Eldar, “Sensing matrix optimization for block-sparse decoding,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 59, no. 9, pp. 4300–4312, 2011.

[51] G. Li, Z. Zhu, D. Yang, L. Chang, and H. Bai, “On projection matrix optimization for compressive sensing systems,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 61, no. 11, pp. 2887–2898, 2013.

[52] V. Abolghasemi, S. Ferdowsi, and S. Sanei, “A gradient-based alternating minimization approach for optimization of the measurement matrix in compressive sensing,” Signal Process., vol. 92, no. 4, pp. 999–1009, 2012.

[53] W. Chen, M. D. Rodrigues, and I. J. Wassell, “On the use of unit-norm tight frames to improve the average mse performance in compressive sensing applications,” IEEE Signal Process. Lett., vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 8–11, 2012.

[54] G. Li, X. Li, S. Li, H. Bai, Q. Jiang, and X. He, “Designing robust sensing matrix for image compression,” IEEE Trans. Image Process., vol. 24, no. 12, pp. 5389–5400, 2015.

[55] C. Yan, L. Li, C. Zhang, B. Liu, Y. Zhang, and Q. Dai, “Cross-modality bridging and knowledge transferring for image understanding,” IEEE Trans. Multimedia, 2019.

[56] C. Yan, H. Xie, J. Chen, Z. J. Zha, X. Hao, Y. Zhang, and Q. Dai, “An effective uyghur text detector for complex background images,” IEEE Transactions on Multimedia, vol. 20, no. 12, pp. 3389–3398, 2018.

[57] S. Pudlewski and T. Melodia, “Compressive video streaming: Design and rate-energy-distortion analysis,” IEEE Trans. Multimedia, vol. 15, no. 8, pp. 2072–2086, 2013.

[58] N. Cleju, “Optimized projections for compressed sensing via rankconstrained nearest correlation matrix,” Appl. Computat. Harmon. Anal., vol. 36, no. 3, pp. 495–507, 2014.

[59] S. Jain, A. Soni, and J. Haupt, “Compressive measurement designs for estimating structured signals in structured clutter: A bayesian experimental design approach,” in 2013 Asilomar Conference on Signals, Systems and Computers, IEEE, Pacific Grove, California, USA, 2013, pp. 163– 167.

[60] S. Ji, Y. Xue, and L. Carin, “Bayesian compressive sensing,” IEEE Trans.

Signal Process., vol. 56, no. 6, pp. 2346–2356, 2008.

[61] B. Li, L. Zhang, T. Kirubarajan, and S. Rajan, “Projection matrix design using prior information in compressive sensing,” Signal Process., vol. 135, pp. 36–47, 2017.

[62] Y. C. Pati, R. Rezaiifar, and P. S. Krishnaprasad, “Orthogonal matching pursuit: recursive function approximation with applications to wavelet decomposition,” in 2002 Asilomar Conf. Signals, Systems and Computers, IEEE, Pacific Grove, California, USA, vol. 1, 2002, pp. 40–44.

[63] E. J. Candès and T. Tao, “Decoding by linear programming,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 51, no. 12, pp. 4203–4215, 2005.

[64] M. J. Wainwright, “Sharp thresholds for high-dimensional and noisy sparsity recovery using ℓ_1-constrained quadratic programming (lasso),” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 55, no. 5, pp. 2183–2202, 2009.

[65] J. Scarlett, J. S. Evans, and S. Dey, “Compressed sensing with prior information: Information-theoretic limits and practical decoders,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 61, no. 2, pp. 427–439, 2013.

[66] J. F. C. Mota, N. Deligiannis, and M. R. D. Rodrigues, “Compressed sensing with prior information: Strategies, geometry, and bounds,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 63, no. 7, pp. 4472–4496, 2017.

[67] C. J. Miosso, R. V. Borries, and J. H. Pierluissi, “Compressive sensing with prior information: Requirements and probabilities of reconstruction in ℓ_1-minimization,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 61, no. 9, pp. 2150–2164, 2013.

[68] K. Lee, S. Tak, and J. C. Ye, “A data-driven sparse GLM for fMRI analysis using sparse dictionary learning with MDL criterion.” IEEE Trans. Med. Imaging, vol. 30, no. 5, pp. 1076–1089, 2011.

[69] W. Bajwa, J. Haupt, A. Sayeed, and R. Nowak, “Compressive wireless sensing,” in Int. Conf. Information Process. in Sensor Networks, 2006, pp. 134–142.

[70] H. Bai, G. Li, S. Li, Q. Li, Q. Jiang, and L. Chang, “Alternating optimization of sensing matrix and sparsifying dictionary for compressed sensing,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 63, no. 6, pp. 1581–1594, 2015.

[71] K. Engan, S. O. Aase, and J. Hakon Husoy, “Method of optimal directions for frame design,” in IEEE Int. Conf. Acoust., Speech, Signal Process., 1999, pp. 2443–2446.

[72] M. Aharon, M. Elad, and A. Bruckstein, “K-SVD: An algorithm for designing overcomplete dictionaries for sparse representation,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 54, no. 11, pp. 4311–4322, 2006.

[73] J. Mairal, F. Bach, J. Ponce, and G. Sapiro, “Online dictionary learning for sparse coding,” in 26th Annual Int. Conf. Machine Learning, Canada, 2009.

[74] S. Minaee and Y. Wang, “Masked signal decomposition using subspace representation and its applications,” arXiv preprint, arXiv: 1704.07711, 2017.

[75] X. Ding, W. Chen, and I. J. Wassell, “Joint sensing matrix and sparsifying dictionary optimization for tensor compressive sensing,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 65, no. 14, pp. 3632–3646, 2017.

[76] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Matrix analysis. Cambridge, U.K.:

Cambridge Univ. Press, 1985.

[77] MacKay and J. C. David, Information Theory, Inference, and Learning Algorithms. Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2003.

[78] H. Bai, S. Li, and X. He, “Sensing matrix optimization based on equiangular tight frames with consideration of sparse representation error,” IEEE Trans. Multimedia, vol. 18, no. 10, pp. 2040–2053, 2016.

[79] G. Li, Z. Zhu, X. Wu, and B. Hou, “On joint optimization of sensing matrix and sparsifying dictionary for robust compressed sensing systems,” Digit. Signal Process., vol. 73, pp. 62–71, 2017.

[80] R. C. De Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Minimum mean-squared error iterative successive parallel arbitrated decision feedback detectors for dscdma systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 56, no. 5, pp. 778–789, May 2008.

[81] P. Li, R. C. de Lamare, and R. Fa, “Multiple feedback successive interference cancellation detection for multiuser mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 10, no. 8, pp. 2434– 2439, August 2011.

[82] K. Zu, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Haardt, “Generalized design of lowcomplexity block diagonalization type precoding algorithms for multiuser mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 61, no. 10, pp. 4232–4242, October 2013.

[83] P. Clarke and R. C. de Lamare, “Transmit diversity and relay selection algorithms for multirelay cooperative mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 61, no. 3, pp. 1084–1098, March 2012.

[84] R. C. de Lamare, “Adaptive and iterative multi-branch mmse decision feedback detection algorithms for multi-antenna systems,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 12, no. 10, pp. 5294–5308, October 2013.

[85] ——, “Massive mimo systems: Signal processing challenges and future trends,” URSI Radio Science Bulletin, vol. 2013, no. 347, pp. 8–20, Dec 2013.

[86] W. Zhang, H. Ren, C. Pan, M. Chen, R. C. de Lamare, B. Du, and J. Dai, “Large-scale antenna systems with ul/dl hardware mismatch: Achievable rates analysis and calibration,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 63, no. 4, pp. 1216–1229, April 2015.

[87] T. Peng, R. C. de Lamare, and A. Schmeink, “Adaptive distributed spacetime coding based on adjustable code matrices for cooperative mimo relaying systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 61, no. 7, pp. 2692–2703, July 2013.

[88] Y. Cai, R. C. d. Lamare, and R. Fa, “Switched interleaving techniques with limited feedback for interference mitigation in ds-cdma systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 59, no. 7, pp. 1946–1956, July 2011.

[89] P. Li and R. C. de Lamare, “Distributed iterative detection with reduced message passing for networked mimo cellular systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 63, no. 6, pp. 2947–2954, July 2014.

[90] K. Zu, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Haardt, “Multi-branch tomlinsonharashima precoding design for mu-mimo systems: Theory and algorithms,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 62, no. 3, pp. 939– 951, March 2014.

[91] L. Zhang, Y. Cai, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Zhao, “Robust multibranch tomlinson-harashima precoding design in amplify-and-forward mimo relay systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 62, no. 10, pp. 3476–3490, Oct 2014.

[92] T. Peng and R. C. de Lamare, “Adaptive buffer-aided distributed spacetime coding for cooperative wireless networks,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 64, no. 5, pp. 1888–1900, May 2016.

[93] A. G. D. Uchoa, C. T. Healy, and R. C. de Lamare, “Iterative detection and decoding algorithms for mimo systems in block-fading channels using ldpc codes,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 65, no. 4, pp. 2735–2741, April 2016.

[94] Z. Shao, R. C. de Lamare, and L. T. N. Landau, “Iterative detection and decoding for large-scale multiple-antenna systems with 1-bit adcs,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 7, no. 3, pp. 476–479, June 2018.

[95] W. Zhang, R. C. de Lamare, C. Pan, M. Chen, J. Dai, B. Wu, and X. Bao, “Widely linear precoding for large-scale mimo with iqi: Algorithms and performance analysis,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 16, no. 5, pp. 3298–3312, May 2017.

[96] J. Gu, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Huemer, “Buffer-aided physicallayer network coding with optimal linear code designs for cooperative networks,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 66, no. 6, pp. 2560–2575, June 2018.

[97] Y. Jiang, Y. Zou, H. Guo, T. A. Tsiftsis, M. R. Bhatnagar, R. C.

de Lamare, and Y. Yao, “Joint power and bandwidth allocation for energy-efficient heterogeneous cellular networks,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 67, no. 9, pp. 6168–6178, Sep. 2019.